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ON  Friday,  September  23rd,  1949, 
President  Truman  and  Mr.  Attlee 
announced  that  an  atomic  explosion  had 
taken  place  in  the  Soviet  Union  within 
recent  weeks.  Two  days  later  the  Soviet 
Government  announced  that  it  had  had 
the  atomic  weapon  since  1947,  confirming 
Mr.  Molotov’s  statement  on  November 
6th  1947  that  the  atomic  secret  “  ceased  to 
exist  long  ago.” 

The  mastery  of  atomic  energy  by  the 
Soviet  Union  changes  the  world  balance  of 
forces.  It  has  caused  a  crisis  in  the 
aggressive  war  plans  of  the  American 
militarists,  and  put  an  end  to  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  American  atomic  blackmail.  It 
has  created  a  new  opportunity  for  the 
people  of  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  to  compel  their  Governments  to 
make  peace  with  the  Soviet  Union. 

Once  again  the  calculations  of  the  capi¬ 
talist  “  experts  ”  about  the  Soviet  Union 


have  been  proved  wrong.  Gen.  Bradley, 
chairman  of  the  U.S.  Chiefs  of  Staff, 
admits  that  the  Soviet  Union  was  not 
expected  to  have  the  bomb  before  1950 
or  1952.  Gen.  Groves,  U.S.  atomic 
research  chief,  thought  it  would  take  the 
Russians  20  years.  As  recently  as  July 
1st  1949  the  British  Admiral  Sir  Arthur 
Power  reckoned  it  would  be  “  ten  or 
twenty  years.”  But  just  as  socialist 
science  has  quickly  mastered  atomic  wea¬ 
pons  in  a  country  that,  30  years  ago,  was 
the  most  backward  in  Europe,  so  it  will 
soon  bring  atomic  energy  to  lighten  the 
toil  of  the  Soviet  peoples. 

The  question  to-day  is — which  concept 
of  atomic  energy  is  to  prevail  ?  The 
concept  of  the  Anglo-American  capitalists, 
which  thinks  only  of  the  atomic  bomb,  and 
its  destructive  powers  ?  Or  the  socialist 
concept  that  atomic  energy  releases  untold 
power  for  the  benefit  of  mankind  ? 


Hasn’t  America  offered  to  ban  the  bomb? 


NO.  As  we  shall  see  from  the  American 
proposals  for  the  international  con¬ 
trol  of  atomic  energy,  known  as  the  Baruch 
Plan,  the  United  States  plan  was  intended 
to  preserve  the  American  monopoly  of  the 
atomic  bomb.  The  American  militarists 
based  their  whole  foreign  and  armaments 
policy  on  the  use  of  the  atomic  bomb  to 
establish  world  domination,  to  blackmail 
other  countries,  and  above  all  to  smash  the 
socialist  Soviet  Union  and  the  People’s 
Democracies. 

Gen.  Hoyt  Vandenberg,  Chief  of  the 
U.S.  Air  Staff,  giving  evidence  to  Congress 
in  support  of  a  4,500  million  dollar,  pro¬ 
gramme  to  build  B.36  sixjpogm^d  atom 
bombers  said  in  AugusPT^49  “  We  have 
repeated!’”  '  >?ed  that  the  first  priority 


of  defence  is  ability  to  deliver  the  atomic 
bomb.”  Gen.  Bradley  also  told  Congress 
in  July  1949  that  the  U.S.  would  do  the 
“  strategic  bombing  ”  (i.e.,  atom  bombing) 
while  the  European  countries  would  have 
to  provide  the  ground  troops.  From  the 
aggressive  aims  of  the  American  ruling 
class  have  sprung  the  vast  rearmament 
programme  costing  in  1949-50,  £6,000 
million.  The  ring  of  500  bases  round  the 
Soviet  Union  from  Iceland  to  Alaska,  the 
splitting  of  Germany,  the  Western  Union, 
the  Marshall  Plan  and  the  Atlantic  Pact. 
Mr.  K.  Royall,  then  Secretary  of  the  U.S. 
Army  said  on  26th  March  1948  that 
America  must  have  land  bases  for  “  stra¬ 
tegic  bombing  ”  on  the  mainland  of 
Europe. 


American  politicians,  businessmen  and 
officers  have  stirred  up  war  hysteria,  and 
repeatedly  threatened  to  drop  atom  bombs 
on  Russia.  Gen.  Doolittle,  the  bomber  of 
Tokyo  said  on  May  2nd  1949  that  “  we 
must  be  prepared,  physically,  mentally 
and  morally  to  drop  atom  bombs  on  Rus¬ 
sian  centres  of  industry.”  Mr.  George 
Earle,  former  U.S.  Ambassador  in  Bul¬ 
garia,  has  proposed  repeatedly  that  Russia 
should  be  “  wiped  out  ”  with  atom  bombs. 
“  Russia  should  be  given  an  ultimatum  to 
‘  get  back  to  her  own  territory  ’  ”  he  said 
on  March  23rd  1946.  “  If  they  refused, 

I  would  use  the  atomic  bomb  on  them 
while  we  have  it  and  before  they  get  it.” 
In  Britain,  Earl  Russell,  official  British 


delegate  to  U.N.E.S.C.O.,  awarded  the 
Order  of  Merit  by  the  Government, 
urged  “  war  against  Russia  before  she  has 
the  atom  bomb  ”  last  November. 

Mr.  Churchill  also  pinned  his  hopes  on 
the  atomic  bomb.  In  his  speech  at  Fulton, 
Missouri,  on  March  6th  1946  when  he 
proposed  an  Anglo-American  war  alliance 
against  Russia  he  said  it  would  be  “  wrong 
and  imprudent  ”  to  entrust  the  “  secret  ” 
of  the  atomic  bomb  to  the  United  Nations. 
At  the  Tory  Party  Conference  in  October 
1948  he  urged,  like  Mr.  Earle,  that  an 
ultimatum  be  presented  to  Russia,  before 
that  country  got  the  bomb  (which  they  had 
already  had  for  at  least  a  year). 


If  the  Russians  want  to  ban  atomic  bombs,  why  have 
they  made  some  of  them  ? 


BECAUSE  they  had  no  alternative,  if 
they  were  not  to  submit  to  American 
blackmail.  The  Soviet  Government  has 
repeatedly  demanded  the  outlawing  of  the 
bomb,  but  this  has  always  been  rejected  by 
Britain  and  America  because,  as  we  have 
seen,  their  entire  policy  is  based  on  the 
bomb.  The  Soviet  Union  on  the  contrary 
has  always  emphasised  the  enormous 
benefits  for  the  people  in  atomic  energy. 

Prof.  Kapitza,  the  brilliant  Soviet 
physicist,  wrote  in  July  1946  :  “  the  centre 
of  gravity  of  the  problem  is  certainly  not 
the  military  aspect  of  the  new  discovery, 
but  the  unprecedented  power  of  the  new 
source  of  energy  now  at  the  disposal  of 
mankind,  and  which  in  time,  one  may 
surmise,  will  change  the  aspect  of  our 
culture.” 

In  November  1946  Mr.  Molotov  said 
“  we  do  not  tie  up  our  calculations  for  the 
future  with  the  use  of  the  atomic  bomb.” 
The  main  object  of  the  Soviet  proposals 
for  the  outlawing  of  atomic  weapons, 
presented  in  July  1946  to  the  U.N.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  was  “  the  use  of 


atomic  energy  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
the  welfare  and  standard  of  life  of  the 
peoples  of  the  world,  and  also  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  culture  and  science  for  the  good 
of  humanity.” 

The  Soviet  Union  never  indulged  in 
“  strategic  bombing  ” — that  is,  mass  bomb¬ 
ing  of  civilians — in  the  last  world  war,  and 
has  emphatically  rejected  the  theory  that 
the  atomic  bomb  has  displaced  all  other 
offensive  weapons.  The  lessons  of  the 
last  war,  wrote  M.  Rubinstein  in  the 
Soviet  Journal  New  Times  on  September 
1st  1945  “  have  clearly  shown  that  success 
in  war  is  not  achieved  by  a  one-sided 
development  of  one  or  other  weapon,  but 
by  the  perfection  of  all  arms  and  their 
skilful  co-ordination.”  He  said  that  the 
practical  utilisation  of  atomic  energy  was 
a  striking  demonstration  of  the  fact  that 
modern  science  held  out  prospects  of 
“  unparallelled  expansion  of  productive 
forces,”  but  noted  that  if  applied  on  a  big 
scale  to  capitalist  industry  it  would,  owing 
to  capitalist  monopoly,  result  in  “  stu¬ 
pendous  unemployment  ”  and  the  strength¬ 
ening  of  the  monopolies. 


What  was  the  American  plan  to  control  atomic  energy? 


NEVER  have  the  U.S.  or  the  British 
Governments  supported  the  un¬ 
conditional  banning  of  the  atomic  bomb. 
From  the  start  their  policy  has  been 
determined  by  their  resolve,  to  use  Presi¬ 
dent  Truman’s  words,  that  the  bomb  must 
be  a  “  sacred  trust  ”  in  the  hands  of  the 
U.S.  imperialists — i.e.,  a  monopoly. 

The  American  plan,  submitted  to  the 
United  Nations  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission  in  July  1946,  was  devised  by  the 
notorious  Wall  Street  millionaire  Barny 
Baruch,  and  was  designed  not  only  to 
preserve  the  American  monopoly,  but  to 


give  America  complete  control  over  atomic 
energy  in  every  other  country  as  well. 
Mr.  Baruch  proposed  that  the  actual  owner¬ 
ship  and  management  of  all  atomic  energy 
production,  whether  for  war  or  peace,  be 
vested  in  an  “  international  ”  control  body, 
operating  by  “  majority  vote,”  on  which 
the  United  States  and  its  allies  would  have 
a  clear  majority,  while  the  socialist  states 
would  be  in  a  minority.  This  would  give 
immense  powers  of  intervention  in,  and 
control  over,  the  economic  life  of  the  social¬ 
ist  countries.  Moreover,  “  control  ”  by 
this  bod^^=^j^oceed  by  stages,  begin- 
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ning  with  a  world-wide  survey  of  atomic 
raw  materials,  which  would  give  the  U.S. 
invaluable  information  for  an  attack  on  the 
U .  S .  S .  R .  Only  when  every  stage  had  been 
completed,  and  “  control  ”  established  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  American  majority, 
would  the  bomb  be  banned.  Obviously 
there  was  no  guarantee  that  it  ever  would 
be  banned. 

This  plan  also  destroyed  the  foundation 
stone  of  the  United  Nations — the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  the  Security  Council  for  the 
maintenance  of  peace.  To  get  round  the 
so-called  “  veto,”  which  prevents  the  U.S. 


from  using  the  Security  Council  to  rubber 
stamp  its  war  plans  as  “  defence  ”  against 
Soviet  “  aggression  ”  Baruch  proposed 
that  enforcement  of  sanctions  for  alleged 
breaches  of  “control  ”  (the  “  breach  ” 
might  be  no  more  than  the  peaceful  use 
of  atomic  energy  by  a  socialist  country 
which  America  had  vetoed)  should  be  in 
the  hands  of  the  international  control  body. 

If  this  plan,  endorsed  by  the  Anglo- 
American  majority  of  the  U.N.  General 
Assembly,  were  adopted  no  nation  in  the 
world  would  retain  a  vestige  of  inde¬ 
pendence,  except  the  U.S. 


Didn’t  the  Soviet  Union  refuse  to  allow  the  United 
Nations  to  inspect  its  territory? 


NO.  This  allegation,  which  is  repeated 
almost  every  day  in  the  Anglo-Ameri¬ 
can  press,  and  by  leading  statesmen,  is  a 
plain  lie.  The  Soviet  Union  stands,  and 
has  always  stood,  for  international  in¬ 
spection,  to  ensure  that  international 
agreements  to  eliminate  atomic  weapons 
are  observed. 

But  the  Soviet  Union  is  opposed  to 
American  “  inspectors  ”  roaming  over  its 
territory  for  the  sole  purpose  of  obtaining 
information  to  enable  the  U.S.  to  bomb 
Soviet  industrial  plants.  Mr.  Vyshinsky 
said  on  October  1st,  1948,  “  If  there  is  no 
previous  international  agreement  to  banish 
atomic  weapons,  then  there  is  nothing  for 
an  international  body  to  control.” 

Accordingly  the  Soviet  Union  submitted 
proposals  to  the  U.N.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  in  July  1946,  for  a  draft 
convention  on  the  prohibition  of  atomic 
weapons  of  which  Article  1  was  as  follows  : 
The  high  contracting  parties  solemnly 
declare  that  they  will  forbid  the  pro¬ 
duction  and  use  of  a  weapon  based  upon 
the  use  of  atomic  energy,  and  with  this 
in  view  taken  upon  themselves  the 
following  obligatons  : 

(a)  Not  to  use,  in  any  circumstances, 
the  atomic  weapon. 

( b )  To  forbid  the  production  and 
keeping  of  a  weapon  based  upon  the 
production  of  atomic  energy. 

(c)  To  destroy  within  a  period  of 
three  months  from  the  entry  into 
force  of  this  agreement  all  stocks  of 


atomic  energy  weapons  whether  in  a 
finished  or  a  semi-finished  condition.” 

The  Soviet  delegate  also  proposed  that  a 
Committee  should  elaborate  methods  to 
prevent  the  production  and  use  of  atomic 
weapons,  devise  a  system  of  control  to 
ensure  the  observance  of  this  agreement, 
and  elaborate  a  system  of  sanctions  against 
the  unlawful  use  of  atomic  energy.  A  year 
later,  on  June  11th,  1947,  the  Soviet  Union 
submitted  a  draft  convention  on  control, 
under  which  an  International  Control 
Commission,  which  would  be  able  to  take 
decisions  by  a  majority  vote,  would  have 
the  fullest  powers  to  inspect  all  atomic 
energy  materials,  processes,  stores,  etc. 
The  enforcement  of  sanctions  for  any 
breach  of  the  agreement  to  ban  weapons 
would  be  entrusted  to  the  Security  Council. 
Any  other  course  would  have  undermined 
the  United  Nations,  and  exposed  the  social¬ 
ist  countries  to  the  arbitrary  decisions  of 
the  U.S. 

These  proposals  have  been  repeatedly 
rejected  by  the  Anglo-American  majority, 
not  because  they  are  ineffective,  but 
because  the  Anglo-American  bloc  planned 
to  use  atomic  weapons  against  the  U.S.S.R., 
and  would  consent  to  nothing  that  would 
tie  their  hands.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  the 
Soviet  proposals  were  repeated  again  in 
1948  and  in  1949,  and  that  even  in  1947, 
when  they  were  first  made,  the  Soviet 
Union  already  had  atomic  weapons.  It 
was  therefore  prepared  to  destroy  its  own 
bombs,  as  well  as  those  in  the  possession 
of  the  U.S.,  and  to  consent  to  international 
inspection. 


What’s  to  be  done  now  ? 


THE  issue  is  not  “  control.”  The  main 
thing  is  that  the  bomb  must  be  banned. 
Control  without  prohibition  is  useless. 
Mr.  Vyshinsky  on  September  23rd,  1949, 
proposed  to  the  U.N.  General  Assembly 


that  it  condemn  the  use  of  atomic  weapons 
and  other  means  of  mass  destruction,  and 
regard  as  inadmissible  further  delays  in 
the  adoption  of  practical  measures  for 
unconditional  prohibition  of  atomic 


weapons,  and  for  the  establishment  of 
adequate  strict  international  control.  He 
also  proposed  that  the  Assembly  condemn 
the  Anglo-American  preparations  for  a 
new  war,  and  that  the  Big  Five  enter  into 
a  peace  pact. 

The  Soviet  Government  has  also  pro¬ 
posed  that,  pending  general  disarmament, 
the  armaments  of  the  big  five  be  reduced 
by  a  third,  and  that  a  census  of  all  arma¬ 
ments  including  atomic  weapons  be 
taken.  All  these  proposals  have  been 
rejected  by  the  Western  Powers. 

What  is  the  alternative  to  these  pro¬ 
posals  ?  The  alternative  is  a  feverish 
arms  race,  culminating  in  a  new  and  more 


terrible  war  in  which  the  American 
“  atomaniacs  ”  will  try  out  their  theories 
of  the  atomic  blitzkrieg  against  Russia, 
and  the  Soviet  Union  may  be  compelled 
to  retaliate  by  bombing  American  bases. 
That  would  mean  the  atomic  bombard¬ 
ment  of  Britain,  which  is  the  advanced 
base  for  America’s  atom  bombing  planes. 

Already  American  militarists  have  indi¬ 
cated  that  this  is  the  course  they  intend  to 
take.  The  U.S.  Government  has  con¬ 
tinued  to  treat  the  Soviet  proposals  as 
“  propaganda.”  President  Truman,  Louis 
Johnson,  the  U.S.  Secretary  of  Defence; 
and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  have  all  said 
that  the  atomic  bombing  policy  is  unchan¬ 
ged. 


Crisis  in  American  War  Plans 


THERE  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Soviet 
possession  of  atomic  weapons  has 
created  a  crisis  in  the  American  plans  for  a 
new  war.  Senator  McMahon,  chairman 
of  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
told  the  Senate  “  The  United  States  is  now 
faced  with  the  most  crucial  dilemma  in  its 
history.”  Alistiare  Cooke  reported  in  the 
Manchester  Guardian  from  Washington 
that  “  the  western  feeling  in  the  United 
Nations  is  that  any  Russian  peace  offensive 
is  going  to  be  very  hard  to  debunk.” 
Western  diplomats  in  the  Soviet  Union, 
reported  by  Ralph  Parker  in  the  Daily 
Worker,  saw  the  news  as  the  complete 
collapse  of  the  U.S.  warmongers’  plans. 
Walter  Lippman,  noted  columnist  in  the 
New  York  Herald  Tribune ,  declared  that 
plans  based  on  the  assumption  that  Russia 
would  not  have  the  bomb  until  1952  are 
now  out  of  date. 


The  crisis  in  U.S.  military  policy  has 
been  dragged  into  the  open  by  the  Admirals 
of  the  U.S.  Navy,  who  bitterly  resent  the 
minor  role  to  be  assigned  to  them  in  the 
proposed  Air  Force  atomic  blitzkrieg. 
They  have  provoked  a  Congressional 
Inquiry  into  the  B.36  Atom  Bomber,  which 
has  become  a  grand  inquest  into  the  policy 
of  atomic  bombing. 

A  succession  of  Admirals  has  declared 
that  precision  bombing  by  the  B.36 
thousands  of  miles  inside  Soviet  territory 
is  impossible,  that  the  whole  theory  of  the 
atomic  “  cheap  and  easy  ”  war  is  a  myth, 
that  the  B.36  will  be  caught  and  shot 
down  by  Russian  fighters  which  are  as 
good  as  or  better  than  anything  the  U.S. 
has,  and  that  concentration  on  the  bomber 
has  resulted  in  the  neglect  of  other  essen¬ 
tial  weapons. 


Ban  the  bomb  now 


THE  news  that  the  American  monopoly 
had  been  broken  was  greeted  withjubila- 
tion  by  peace-loving  people  all  over  the 
world.  Taken  together  with  the  victory 
of  the  Chinese  revolution,  and  the  economic 
crisis  in  the  sterling  area,  it  signified  an 
immense  strengthening  of  the  peace  camp, 
an  immense  weakening  of  the  war  camp. 

For  the  people  of  Britain  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  is  immense.  War  preparations  are 
ruining  the  country  and  putting  ever  new 
burdens  on  the  people.  American  bases 
in  Britain  threaten  to  involve  us  in  war. 
The  Communist  Party  demands  that  the 
British  Government  denounce  the  Atlantic 
Pact,  order  the  American  bombers  home, 
resume  friendly  relations  with  the  U.S.S.R. 
and  support  the  proposal  to  ban  the  bomb. 


It  is  for  the  British  people  to  compel 
the  Labour  Government,  elected  on  a  policy 
of  peace  and  big  power  co-operation,  to 
change  its  policy,  and  to  lift  the  shadow  of 
war  for  ever. 
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